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REMARKS 

In the Office Action, claims 5-21 were rejected under 35 TJ.SvC. § 102(b) as being anticipated 
by tJ.S, Patent No. 6,073.241 to Rosenberg ("Rosenberg"). 

Reconsideration of the application in view of the following remarks is respectfully 
requested. 

Status of the Claims 

Claims 5-15 are pending. Claims 1-4 were previously cancelled without prejudice or 
disclaimer of the subject matter recited therein. Claims 5 -21 are pending. 

Rejection under 35 U,g,C. 81Q2(b>: 

Claims 5-21 were rejected under 35 ILS.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Rosenberg. 
Rosenberg describes an apparatus and method for tracking world wide web broweser requests 
across distinct domain names using cookies. The method includes the step of identifying a first 
request from a first browser at a first server computer and assigning the browser a unique 
identification code, conveying the unique identification code to a second server having a different 
domain name, and associating a future request by the same web browser to the second server via the 
identification code, so as to track a web browser across distinct domains in the world wide web. 
The purpose is to track a web browser associated with a user, to identify content preferences and 
interests of that individual user. 

By contrast, the present invention relates not to tracking individual users across different 
domains in order to identify their content preferences and interests. Instead, the present invention 
relates to a method of testing a browser-adapting server application of a server, so as to improve 
adaptation of information-providing server applications to the capabilities of different browser types 
and versions of the many different browser application types and versions that may be used with the 
server application, 

Independent claim 5, as amended, recites: 

A method for testing a browser-adapting server application, the 
method comprising: 
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collecting and recording, using another server application, respective 
key information of a pi urality of browser types and/or versions; and 

testing an information adaptation method of the browser-adapting 
server application using the key information so as to ensure that the 
browser-adapting server application functions properly with each of 
the plurality of browsers. 

In the invention as claimed, the key information regarding the browser is collected and 
recorded by a server application other than the browser-adapting server application. The testing of 
the information adaptation method is performed using the collected and recorded key information to 
ensure that the browser-adapting server application will function properly with each of a plurality of 
browsers. See, Specification, paragraphs 0008-0010, 

Applicant respectfully submits that Rosenberg neither discloses nor suggests the feature of 
"testing an information adaptation method . . . so as to ensure that the browser-adapting server 
application functions properly with each of the plurality of browsers." Instead, Rosenberg merely 
teaches a method for identifying a specific client computer browsing a second server that had 
previously visited a first server. The portion of Rosenberg cited by the Examiner for this feature 
(column 4, lines 64-66 and column 5, lines 1-5) merely describes a portion of Fig, 2 illustrating how 
a first server generates a unique ID for a first client computer and stores the ID in a database. There 
is no suggestion for any testing at all, nor of any testing of an information adaptation method in 
order to assure proper functionality of a browser-adapting server application with several different 
browsers. 

Independent claim 16 recites: 

A method for testing a browser-adapting server application, the 
method comprising the steps of: 

a first browser transmitting a first key information to a first 
server application; 

the first server application storing the transmitted first key 
information in a storage medium; 

the browser-adapting server application obtaining a second 
key information regarding a second browser; 
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the browser-adapting server application comparing the second 
key information v/ith the stored first key information; and 

determining if modifications to the browser-adapting server 
application are necessary based on the comparison result so as to 
ensure that the browser-adapting server application functions properly 
with each of the first and second browsers. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Rosenberg fails to describe at least the step of 
determining if modifications to the browser-adapting server application is necessary , . so as to 
ensure that the browser-adapting server application functions properly with each of the first and 
second browsers. On the contrary, Rosenberg teaches nothing about ensuring proper functionality 
of a browser-adapting server application with two different browsers or modifying a browser- 
adapting server application. Instead, column 8, lines 3-10 (cited by the Examiner as describing this 
step of claim 16), merely describes a second server recognizing a unique code on a client computer 
that was set by the first server, and setting a second cookie on the same client computer that 
includes the unique code; Rather than determining whether modifications are necessary to a 
browser-adapting server application, or ensuring proper functionality between a browser-adapting 
server application and two different browsers, as recited in claim 16 ? Rosenberg merely describes 
how to track a specific client computer based on a previous visit of that client computer to another 
server, 

Accordingly* for at least the reasons discussed above, withdrawal of the rejections to claims 
5-21 under 35 U.3,C. § 102(b) is respectfully requested. 
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CONCLUSION 

Each and every point raised in the Final Office Action mailed July 26, 2007 has been 
addressed on the basis of the above remarks. In view of the foregoing, it is believed that claims 5- 
21 are in condition far allowance and it is respectfully requested that the application be reconsidered 
and that all pending claims be allowed and the case passed to issue. 

If there are any other issues remaining which the Examiner believes could be resolved 
through a Supplemental Response or an Examiner's Amendment, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number indicated below. 



Dated: September 24, 2007 
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